REMARKS 


Claims 1, 9 and 10 are amended. Claims 7 and 8 are cancelled. Claims 1-6 
and 9-13 remain in the case. 

Claims 8-12 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2 nd par., as being indefinite in 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which the 
Applicant regards as the invention. In particular, the Examiner states that claim 8 is 
confusing and cannot be understood. Further, the Examiner indicates that claims 8-12 
would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, 2 nd par., 
and to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim 1 has been amended to include all of the limitations of allowable 
claim 8 and intervening claims 7 and 1. The limitations of original claim 8 have been 
rewritten to make it fully understood. Claim 1, which includes the limitations of claim 8 
now requires that the second axis opening has a peripheral edge and at least one portion 
of the peripheral edge has an inwardly directed lip, the collar has a double edged flange 
portion for securing to the inwardly directing lip. Claim 1 is now believed to be 
allowable. Claims 2 through 6 and claim 13 are dependent upon allowable claim 1 and 
are also believed to be allowable. Claim 9 has been rewritten in independent form to 
include all the limitations of original claims 1, 7 and allowable claim 9. Claim 10 has 
been rewritten in independent form to include all the limitations of original claim 1 , 7 and 
allowable claim 10. Claims 9 and 10, as amended, are believed to be allowable. 
Independent claims 1 1 and 12 are now believed to be allowable also. 

This Amendment should place this case in condition for passage of issue. 
Such action is requested. 
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